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Expert System for Providing Early Warning for Areas Prone to
Large-scale Landslides

I-Hui Chenl¥*  Kuan-Ting Wultl  Mei-Chen Feng®@ Chien-Lian Lin @

ABSTRACT In this study, the correlation between slope deformation and time in a 3-h consecutive deformation
curve was used as an early warning mechanism before landslide occurrence. This approach is called the delta-ratio
method, wherein curves of displacement versus time are plotted, with segments of equal time set to 1 h. As the dis-
placement of a curve increases, the segments are subtended by the larger displacement of a 1-h interval, as evident from
numerical analysis with PLAXIS. This study analyzed the delta ratio of on-site monitoring data collected using surface
extensometers in Taiwan’s Gugulun and Guanghua landslide areas, where landslides occurred in 2021 and 2022, re-
spectively. The expert system using the delta-ratio method revealed a displacement velocity ratio of 1.2. VO was 4
mm/h, and V1, V2, and V3 were 4.8, 5.76, and 6.91 mm/h, respectively. Overall, the expert system provided a landslide

warning 12 h in advance when velocity thresholds were set at V1, V2, and V3.

Key Words: Landslide warning, Expert system, Large-scale landslide monitoring
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Fig.4 On-site aerial photograph and location of instru-

ments in Gugulun landslide area
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Table 1 Material properties used for numerical analy-

sis
i BB Gy
HZERfIEE,Y kN /m3 18 22
B, Ysar kN /m3 20.3 23.5
RS K B E kPa 60000 100000
HRIARALE,Y - 0.3 0.3
BRI kPa 18.8 10800
HREEE ¢ degree 25 32.69
BIEGHLK, m/hr 0.0231 0.0106
T - Medium Medium Fine
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Fig.7 Profile location in Gugulun landslide area (Line
BB’)
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Fig.8 Geological profile in Gugulun landslide area
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Fig.9 Slope safety analysis from -40 m to -14 m below ground with water level rise in an interval of 0.5 hour (a) before

slope failure; (b) after slope failure
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Table 2 6 values of PLAXIS analysis from -40 m to -14 m below ground with water level rise
B (b)) BREEEIE (mm) ZE (mm/hr) Vit 1/VitLfi St EETE St

0 0

0.5 51.61

1 58.37 13.52

1.5 65.13 13.52 1 Y

2 72.62 14.98 1.11 Y

2.5 89.04 32.84 2.19 Y

3 110.3 42.52 1.29 Y

3.5 131.4 422 0.99 Y

4 155.2 47.6 1.13 Y

4.5 180.8 51.2 1.08 Y

5 208.3 55 1.07 Y

5.5 235.4 54.2 0.99 N

p - S5 069 - ﬁéEE/J\E?rﬁEi;g ’ \ﬁ’fﬁ%"?ﬁﬁ (&)
6.5 291.5 58.42 1.09 Y (VI LVILED=1.53

7 323.8 64.6 L1 Y BB T RS R R (HRT1.5hr % 13.5hr)
75 348.6 49.6 0.77 N F (ViRUVIERHD=1.37
8 381.5 65.8 1.33 N

8.5 408.2 534 0.81 N

9 439.6 62.8 1.18 N

9.5 464.6 50 0.80 N

10 499.2 69.2 1.38 N
10.5 531.8 65.2 0.94 N

11 554.9 46.2 0.71 Y
11.5 582.9 56 1.21 Y
Y

12 615.9 66 1.18
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B () PR (mm) HEE by VielViEf RO 5 e
12.5 624.1 16.4 0.25 Y
13 635.5 22.8 1.39 Y
13.5 729 187 8.20 Y

1 7379 178 _ _ HIBE (FS<1) B © HUFKfrR

-23.65m > {FEIESHT o

&3 HERHH T K UEEHE S &

Table 3 Corresponding & values for groundwater level fluctuations using numerical model
LB TOKBEREE BRI TR LRI (FS<1) B HUTOKA N e e
-40 ~-14 m 1.10 m/hr -23.65m 1.53 1.37
-40 ~-16 m 1.01 m/hr -24.1m 1.54 1.41
-40 ~-18 m 0.93 m/hr -24.04 m 1.13 1.25
-40 ~-20 m 0.85 m/hr -24.23 m 1.44 1.28
-40 ~-22 m 0.76 m/hr -2429 m 1.09 1.20
-40 ~-24 m 0.68 m/hr -24.00 m 1.41 1.15
HAMEL54 HAEL41

=/IME1.09 f7/IME1.15

2. hRpHESTERBIR S

LB 5 8886 m Z R fdEst (E)I0H 17 HE 18 H
R EENE > EEA(E (S0 mm/day) 1% - —BtA
R EHENL > & 10 A 17 H 18:00 &5A4AH SR 2 i
& 8 tEPAR AN FHE BN SV IRETE A &
R INFFRTE I R E T R (E - R E B G A BT
DIEEPEES - B VO~ VI~ V2~ V3 TUEEHARSH > 3% 4 {RIE
SEAHEE (L BRI ISP E TR R R > ZERCE VO
IR DU AR Virl/Vi EEf ~ 5HR VI>V0 ~ V2 >VI -
V3 >V2 /Y 8 f& (Vitl/Vi EEfl) - AR & EFTEERTE R
F%E V0>4 mm/hr H V3>V2>VI>V0 1Y & EELBIHE -

AERLZ 8 HAMTPERAT ¢ 1. S IHEEHR R E
(B R 4 2B IR ERBIIG R TR IR - SRy
RIE 4mm/hr > BEFR HASCR Z R s HE AR R E T
(F 5 BEZGHREHRMETNEHERER 50
mnvday ° 2. FHEECRELE Rt REE/ N AR R
EbfE (V3>V2 >Vl > Hp 2 =/NgstHE § B (Fé&
V3>V2>V1) & & H R E>50 mm ~ VO>4 mm/hr H

x4 fEEHREEEST(E)I0 B 17 B S {EAR
Table 4

=R EOAAIEN R S {E (VitI/VIERf) H S {E
SRS VI/VO ~ V2/V1 ~ V3/V2 -

BB PETRTTE RS EIE Z Bl ik
R8s A AR RIS T ETTE . (0= 4 ZIREH >
FFEREMEME VO>4 mm/br H V3>V2 >VI>V0 19 & {EELE]
1B) » B3R 4 IREE 7y (STHE) Z Vitl/Vi Sf8FREE ()
SEGE - BEIETR 1.30(855 6 EETE 2 FIEMHE) - BERR
{3 SR o (H B 44(2022/10/172 1 1:00)H. VO A7 4 mm/hr
ZEA AR (2022/10/18 1Y 11:00) 2 8 (A (FIEEETE) 7Y
SEEME Ry 1.24BENEIRRRR § (E4T) » SR ERTTRERAE
SR m s & [EF S EETE R 1.2 -

Ak 5 Z i fiEst () 7 10 A 18 H 02:00 2%
AR AAE 19.63 mm/hr CETEFR A V3) » RIERT—/NEF
HUEE AR (V2) Bl VI 43515 15.93 ~ 10.84 mm/hr > HI|
ol B O LLBIME » 43R R 2.71 ~ 1.47 ~ 1.23 » H 5 ELpIE
BN 1.2 PIEE (RRER e » RRESREASEGHE
TEAAERER ESRELY 18 H 11:00 B > PEFAIELY 9 /NE -

& value analysis of extensometer in Gugulun landslide area in October 17th

o mr v SETE
R o) ey R VOGN 5Ny (avIVEV) TR
2022/10/17 01:00 58.33 - -
2022/10/17 02:00 60 1.82 0.06 0.06
2022/10/17 03:00 60.7 1.34 0.74 0.74
2022/10/17 04:00 63.21 2.75 2.05 2.05
2022/10/17 05:00 65.4 241 0.88 0.88
2022/10/17 06:00 68.4 3.74 1.55 1.55
2022/10/17 07:00 69.45 1.75 0.47 0.47
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g S . . MEGE
H3 W ey omhy A V';é(l(g‘f‘?“f” VBV (VIR (UG
2022/10/17 08:00 73.64 4.19 2.39 1.05 - - 2.39
2022/10/17 09:00 75.45 3.27 0.78 - - - 0.78
2022/10/17 10:00 79.04 3.69 1.13 - - - 1.13
2022/10/17 11:00 82.62 4.02 1.09 1.01 1.01 - 1.09
2022/10/17 12:00 87.79 5.01 1.25 1.25 - - 1.25
2022/10/17 13:00 87.8 1.68 0.28 - - - 0.28
2022/10/17 14:00 92.36 4.43 2.64 1.11 - - 2.64
2022/10/17 15:00 96.85 4.43 1.00 1.11 - - 1.00
2022/10/17 16:00 98.76 4.27 0.96 1.07 - - 0.96
2022/10/17 17:00 101.81 3.91 0.92 - - - 0.92
2022/10/17 18:00 105.21 34 1.59 - - - 1.59
2022/10/17 19:00 109.03 3.82 0.97 - - - 0.97
2022/10/17 20:00 111.88 5.87 0.98 1.47 1.47 1.47 1.47
2022/10/17 21:00 116.21 6.01 1.02 1.50 1.02 1.02 1.02
2022/10/17 22:00 124.02 9.35 1.55 2.34 1.55 1.55 1.55
2022/10/17 23:00 131.47 10.67 1.14 2.67 1.14 1.14 1.14
2022/10/18 00:00 139.32 10.84 1.02 2.71 1.02 1.02 1.02
2022/10/18 01:00 124.5 15.94 1.47 3.99 1.47 1.47 1.47
2022/10/18 02:00 142.32 19.64 1.23 491 1.23 1.23 1.23
2022/10/18 03:00 157.28 16.3 0.83 4.08 0.83 0.83
2022/10/18 04:00 165.99 11.46 0.70 2.87 0.70 0.70
2022/10/18 05:00 172.56 8.99 0.78 2.25 0.78 0.78
2022/10/18 06:00 175.7 6.88 0.77 1.72 0.77 0.77
2022/10/18 07:00 179.81 5.86 0.85 1.47 1.47 1.47 1.47
2022/10/18 08:00 181.53 5.91 1.01 1.48 1.01 1.01 1.01
2022/10/18 09:00 188.02 9.76 1.65 2.44 1.65 1.65 1.65
2022/10/18 10:00 189.42 5.08 0.52 1.27 0.52 0.52
2022/10/18 11:00 187.55 2.13 0.42 - - 0.42
FRREE
MRS EETHEZ FHIME 1 1.30
BRI R SFHaME - 1.24
x5 BAAXMRMGEEAREZRE (ZEHT Y DBITERENITERHES - 2000)
Table 5 Warming values of extensometer in Japan
I R B it
JHZE2/NIFV>2 mm/hr
FRAEE V>1 mm/day V>10 mm/day =
V>4 mm/hr
MK g~ MM, - P /NLLIAR ~ TR

=~ MR BRER

5 b I UE o M4 R ELER G W th R e s T PR B
BEsRITE > MRS =/ NSRRI V1~ V2 -

V3 EADEARAYFE T 8 EEEIE - STEmEREAT
HHE 10 §685/ <R haEst (E) 10 A 17 HEDHIEEY
B4 R AT EE (50 mm/day) & > —BH4EIL
EPIE ZIRG - (ERERE - & 10 5 17 H 18:00 &
FdAA BI85 - W0 Btk 4 » HEEADEARLIRN 4
mm/hr > FEFY HASCRZ R dat S AR E T (R

5) » BUATREGET AT 4 mm/he (YA ERZE (10 17

18:00 % 10 A 18 H 10:00) = » #EEL E%:/J\Hf%m_m%
N S EARERE ) HEE BRI 124 Fr
DIEA Vo=4 mm/hr > §=1.2 » 5% VI=4.8 mm/hr ~ V2=5.76
mm/hr ~ V3= 6.91 mm/hr » SBAEFIFEL VI ~ V2 ~ V3 PIIE(E
HETHER TR RS (B) 7 10 H 18 HERSEM
(& 10) 2212 H 11 HERSEH (&8 11) AVEEENREE
B 5 E g H 2 50 mm/day EHE H V3>V2>VI1 KR IEE
I INERMET - ARER R Ry S oy S SR TIEA
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G =/ NI R R R I B R e S T

FHBUE D TEER - HLBRE RIS &5 IR & LL
o A L B LS 2] (R 3)  EDAE B BRI
HIERAAEAE R ZRSE RS B 10 mm/hr B V1 HIAE 11~15(mmy/hr)
V2 HIAE 12.1~22.5(mm/hr) ~ V3 HIFE 13.31~33.75(mm/hr) >
B EIRER S # PR MR 28 2 BaHE - AR 10 H 18
H OB~ 1HF 2 B haRsE - At 8 ELBES T VO
HUEESAZRAR S T (E Ry R S5 2 E » 5 AE PR R IS DU &
BN AR FR] T - R EIHESE Vo 3ER 4
mm/hr > BB ZS HASER (5% 5) ZaE BB EHE B
B 4 7 B B ISR S T4 R — 5L

KI5 S LINKE T EE BRI 2 R (R 4EET 1104F2 B

BRHIBERHE Ry BRsg 2= B A - SEEERR IR AL Bk E 1R
Ei‘ﬁé% »J 110 4F 1 A 27 Hid » BIREUS - BA
NS > A BEIREELY 3.4 AE » BEARLE ISR A
FRBLRRE (B ERERRA FA AF S HE TS 7 Y EE R R Pl - AR
EEHRSRMN N T EEEREATIE AR o LEERRITI (2 A3
&6 StEFRIGM RMAERT (KC1) BDAIEH IR

) AR IR S AR, 100 mm/day » FERFH]
FEAHR 30 mm 57 24 /N RFPR R 160 mm BIA7EENHY
G (HAE 7 BN EHR B E i B B S AR R
ZIER HEEURCEHRAR TEB SRR -

ABFEHEE 110 522 F 20 H £ 28 HAHEE P IIE R
FRETT AT Billass - ROvEERMPaEET (KC1) SRt
B (0) Ry 1.2 HEREat R T

oIt IEE R Z MR s R B R | HEU R A
A ERE R ER 2 B/ NEEAR (mm/hr) - B2 R
FELTERE (Via/Vi) 5HR SFEIZAE 12 Fros > 52
REBUAEI AGHR ZEME (50 mm/day) H
V3>V2>VI1 KR FIEERVE A AR E (VS E >1.2) - ££
11052 H21 H10:00~ 11052 H 26 H 6:00 ~ 11052 H
27 H 12:00 ={Elf5Ez - £ VO Kt 4 mm/hr BRAGH Z R
PR HE — /NP I R R N S BsG I me EA
ST NRRETL - FRSRERR R =y 8 EEBDAAIRR GRER
sTRERATE 6 Z4THE) -

Table 6  Analysis Table of extensometer in Guanghua landslide area

S (EE

F 1] E'ff'f%g (ﬁr) Vien Vi ma j\/{z%w ﬁév(zl%bw (F%%ﬁféﬂ@t)

2021/2/21 06:00 55 12 - - -

2021/2/21 07:00 84 30 2.50 7.50 - - 0.00
2021/2/21 08:00 92 8 0.27 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00
2021/2/21 09:00 107 15 1.88 3.75 1.88 1.88 1.88
2021/2/21 10:00 131 24 1.60 6.00 1.60 1.60 1.60
2021/2/21 11:00 150 19 0.79 4.75 4.75 - 0.79
2021/2/21 12:00 188 38 2.00 9.50 2.00 - 2.00
2021/2/21 13:00 217 29 0.76 7.25 0.76 - 0.76
2021/2/26 01:00 185 5 - -

2021/2/26 02:00 189 5 1.00 - - 1.00
2021/2/26 03:00 195 6 1.20 1.50 - - 1.20
2021/2/26 04:00 199 6 1.00 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.50
2021/2/26 05:00 201 9 1.50 275 1.50 1.50 1.50
2021/2/26 06:00 208 13 1.44 325 1.44 1.44 1.44
2021/2/26 07:00 202 3 0.23 0.75 0.23 - 0.23
2021/2/27 08:00 151 7 - -

2021/2/27 09:00 143 4 0.57 1.00 0.57 - 0.57
2021/2/27 10:00 114 S 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25
20212227 11:00 118 12 2.40 3.00 2.40 2.40 240
20212227 12:00 143 25 2.08 625 208 2.08 2.08
2021/2/27 13:00 143 3 0.12 0.75 0.12 - 0.12
2021/2/27 14:00 155 19 6.33 4.75 6.33 - 6.33
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2 1968 5 1987 DLz Intrieri, 2012;2021) » & 55 R p5 i B
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